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Having made these remarks upon the,, topics intro-
duced by the honorable gentleman, I shall next
Kty a few words upon some things which fell from a
noble lord (Hawkesbury) in yesterday's debate*
The noble lord says that those who oppose all sop-
ply ought to have made that opposition when the
supply was voted. For my own part I am not
against all supply, though 1 am not sure that a dif-
ferent conduct \pould be fully as proper. But in a
constitutional view nothing can be more parlia-
mentary than to refuse voting supply. It is fair to
infer that if ministers haye not the confidence of this
house, the refusal of supplies would be attended
with the immediate resignation -of those ministers.
Certainly it is not the intention of any man that the
army or navy should be disbanded, and the country
laid at the feet of the enemy. Such an alternative
does not follow from the refusal of supplies. I con-
fess, however, when I consider the desperate cha-
racters of some of the ministers in power, I think it
would not be advisable to risk the attempts of
which they might be guilty to retain their power,
even in defiance of the constitutional privileges of
this house. The noble lord however says, -that
never was the naval superiority of this country more
conspicuously displayed, never was our naval glory
more highly exalted, than by the brilliant victories
obtained during the present war. What however
must be the nature of the war, when these splendid
successes have not brought us nearer to the objects
for which we engaged in the contest ? What must
be the importance of our acquisitions, when they are
all to be given for peace ? How would France
have stood had we not entered ? says the noble lord*
What additional strength would she not.have de-
rived from those ships and those colonies of which
she has been deprived by our success ? But let any
man weigh the advantages we have derived from
our success, with the sacrifices by which they have
beea purchased* Will any man say, that if thit